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pleasure is never known to arise in the absence of pleasure;

therefore, the knowledge of pleasure is self-evident. If a
knowledge, e.g. of a jar, is true, the activity to which it
leads must be successful and if an activity is successful it
must result in a feeling of pleasure. If the knowledge of
pleasure cannot deceive us it proves the truth of the know-
Sedge of successful activity which in turn proves the truth
of the knowledge that prompted activity. The contention
of the Buddhism too is wrong. It is true that the knowledge
of pleasure can arise only when pleasure is actually felt and
not otherwise and hence, it is self-valid. But, from the
knowledge of pleasure the truth of the knowledge in ques-
tion cannot be determined, because in dreams, hypnosis
etc., it is seen that pleasure may arise from purely imaginary
object.

The same reasoning holds in case if coherence with
some other knowledge is supposed to be the test of truth.
The other knowledge with which agreement of a certain
knowledge is sought may be either of the same kind or of a
different kind; it may be homogeneous (safatiya) or hetero-
geneous ^i//'/a ?//a^. The subsequent visual cognitions of a
jar. for instance, arising in the same person or in different
persons are all homogeneous with its present visual cogni-
tion, while its factual cognition, inferential cognition and
the cognition derived from a reliable person are all hetero-
geneous to its present visual cognition. Now, whatever
the knowledge with which agreement is sought may be, the
difficulty of infinite regress cannot be avoided by the up-
holder of the extrinsicality of truth, because none of the
subsequent cognitions the same thing can be supposed to
be intrinsically true. When the "subsequent cognitions are
homogeneous with the first one, they do not differ from the
first, hence, one possessing no superiority over others, all
must be equally true, false or doubtful  Again, hetero-
geneous cognitions of a thing reveal different aspects of it
and consequently these cannot be verified by its auditory,
factual and other heterogeneous cognitions, because they
reveal respectively the colour, sound touch etc., of the jar,
which being different cannot corroborate one another. The